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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to the amendment filed 16 July 2009. Claims 23, 24, 26-36, 
38-48, 50-58 have been added. Claims 1-22, 25, 37, 49 have been canceled. Claims 
59-69 have been added. Claims 23, 24, 26-36, 38-48, 50-58 and 59-69 are pending 
and have been considered below. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 23, 24, 26-36, 38-48, 50-58 and 59- 
69 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a guotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth In this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 23, 24, 26, 27, 34-36, 38, 39, 46-48, 50, 51, 58-62 and 69 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Berman et al. (US 5,760,773) in 
view of IBM Research Disclosure 421 100, Visual indication of system-versus- 
application 'busy' modality, hereinafter referred to as IBM. 



1 . - 22: (Canceled) 



Application/Control Number: 10/690,61 1 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2179 

Claim 23: Berman discloses a computer readable recording medium having a computer 
program recorded thereon that causes a computer to control a display device to display 
containing a user interface and at least two different images of a cursor within the 
displayed user interface, for a computer, said user interface the computer program 
causing the computer to perform operations comprising: 

a. displaying, in the user interface on the display device, a first image of the cursor, 
the first image of the cursor comprising which comprises a pointer arrow having a 
tail (column 21 , lines 61 -64, figures 1 1 B, 1 1 c); 

b. receiving a control input containing an instruction to drag at least one object 
displayed in the user interface on the display device (column 15, lines 8-12); 

c. controlling the display device to, upon receipt of the control input, switch the 
display of the first image of the cursor to a display of a second image of the 
cursor in the user interface, the second image of the cursor comprising a first 
hybrid cursor having a pointer arrow with a first variable graphic replacing the tail 
comprised in the first image; and (column 15, line 28-30, figure 4, [drag icons 
40e, 40g]), 

but does not disclose controlling the display device to display the variable graphic in the 
user interface as an alphanumeric representation relating to a parameter of a process, 
as disclosed in the claims. However, in the same field of invention, IBM discloses 
controlling the display device to display the variable graphic in the user interface as an 
alphanumeric representation relating to a parameter of a process (second paragraph 
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after SOLUTION, [a letter at the lower-right of the hourglass]). Therefore, considering 
the teachings of Berman and IBM, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention, to add controlling the display device to display 
the variable graphic in the user interface as an alphanumeric representation relating to a 
parameter of a process, as disclosed in IBM, to the teachings of Berman. One would 
have been motivated to add controlling the display device to display the variable graphic 
in the user interface as an alphanumeric representation relating to a parameter of a 
process, as disclosed in IBM, to the teachings of Berman in order to enable the user to 
distinguish different modalities related to an object being manipulated by the cursor 
(IBM: paragraph 3, [The problem]). 

Claim 24: Berman and IBM disclose the computer-readable recording medium of claim 
23, and IBM further discloses the computer program causes the computer to perform 
further operations comprising: determining when the first image of the cursor is 
positioned in the user interface over an object that is associated with an application in a 
busy state; and controlling the display device to switch the display of the first image of 
the cursor to the second image of the cursor upon determining that the first image of the 
cursor is positioned over the user interface object associated with the application in a 
busy state, as disclosed in the claims (Second paragraph after SOLUTION). Therefore, 
considering the teachings of Berman and IBM, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, to add determining when the 
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first image of tlie cursor is positioned in the user interface over an object tliat is 
associated with an application in a busy state; and controlling the display device to 
switch the display of the first image of the cursor to the second image of the cursor upon 
determining that the first image of the cursor is positioned over the user interface object 
associated with the application in a busy state, to the teachings of Berman and IBM. 
One would have been motivated to add add determining when the first image of the 
cursor is positioned in the user interface over an object that is associated with an 
application in a busy state; and controlling the display device to switch the display of the 
first image of the cursor to the second image of the cursor upon determining that the 
first image of the cursor is positioned over the user interface object associated with the 
application in a busy state, to the teachings of Berman and IBM in order to enable the 
user to distinguish different modalities related to an object being manipulated by the 
cursor (IBM: paragraph 3, [The problem]). 

25. (Canceled) 

Claim 26: Berman and IBM disclose the computer-readable recording medium of claim 
23, and Berman further discloses the computer program causes the computer to 
perform further operations comprising: determining when the second image of the 
cursor is positioned in the user interface over a destination object to which the at least 
one dragged object is to be copied; and controlling the display device to switch the 
display of the second image of the cursor to a display of including a third image of the 
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cursor in the user interface, upon determining that the second image of the cursor is 
positioned over the destination object to which the at least one dragged object is to be 
copied, wherein the third image comprising comprises a second hybrid cursor having 
consisting of a pointer arrow with a second variable graphic said replacing the tail 
comprised in the first image of the cursor, and the second variable graphic represents a 
copy operation, as disclosed in the claims (column 15, lines 43-49, figure 4, [40e]). 

Claim 27: Berman and IBM disclose the computer readable recording medium of claim 
26, and Berman further discloses the first variable graphic of said the second image of 
the cursor has a first color, and the second variable graphic of said the third image of 
the cursor has a color different from the first color, as disclosed in the claims (column 
32, lines 16-19). 

Claim 34: Berman and IBM disclose the computer-readable recording medium of claim 
23, and Berman further discloses the first variable graphic of the second image of the 
cursor indicates that the at least one dragged object will be deleted, as disclosed in the 
claims (column 16, lines 9-13). 



37. (Canceled) 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/690,61 1 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2179 

Claims 35, 36, 38, 39 and 46: Claims 35, 36, 38, 39 and 46 disclose a method executed 
by the computer readable recording medium having a computer program recorded 
thereon of claims 23, 24, 26, 27 and 34 and are rejected along that same rational. 

Claims 47, 48, 50, 51 and 58: Claims 47, 48, 50, 51 and 58 disclose a method for 
displaying a user interface executed by the computer readable recording medium 
having a computer program recorded thereon of claims 23, 24, 26, 27 and 34 and are 
rejected along that same rational. 

Claims 59-62 and 69: Claims 59-62 and 69 disclose a computer processing device for 
executing the computer readable recording medium having a computer program 
recorded thereon of claims 23, 24, 26, 27 and 34 and are rejected along that same 
rational. 

Claims 28-33, 40-46, 52-57, 63-68 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Berman et al. (US 5,760,773) in view of IBM Research Disclosure 

421100, Visual indication of system-versus-application 'busy' modality, hereinafter 
referred to as IBM, and further in view of Malamud et al. (US 2003/0142123 Al). 

Claim 28: Berman and IBM disclose the computer readable recording medium of claim 
26, but do not disclose the first variable graphic of said the second image of the cursor 
includes a quantitative value that represents a characteristic of the at least one dragged 
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object, as disclosed in tlie claims. However, in the same field of invention, Malamud 
discloses the first variable graphic of said the second image of the cursor includes a 
quantitative value that represents a characteristic of the at least one dragged object 
(paragraph 0059, figure 2L2, [41 g]). Therefore, considering the teachings of Berman, 
IBM and Malamud, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to add the first variable graphic of said the second image of the 
cursor includes a quantitative value that represents a characteristic of the at least one 
dragged object, as disclosed in Malamud, to the teachings of Berman and IBM. One 
would have been motivated to add the first variable graphic of said the second image of 
the cursor includes a quantitative value that represents a characteristic of the at least 
one dragged object, as disclosed in Malamud, to the teachings of Berman and IBM so 
that a user doesn't have to look at two different locations to determine the status of an 
object being manipulated by a cursor, which can be confusing and burdensome 
(Malamud: paragraph 0003). 

Claim 29: Berman, IBM and Malamud disclose the computer readable recording 
medium of claim 28, and Malamud further discloses the second variable graphic of said 
the third image of the cursor includes said the quantitative value, as disclosed in the 
claims (paragraph 0059, figure 2L2, [41 g]). Therefore, considering the teachings of 
Berman, IBM and Malamud, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to add the second variable graphic of said the third 
image of the cursor includes said the quantitative value, as disclosed in Malamud, to the 
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teachings of Berman and IBM. One would have been motivated to add the second 
variable graphic of said the third image of the cursor includes said the quantitative 
value, as disclosed in Malamud, to the teachings of Berman and IBM so that a user 
doesn't have to look at two different locations to determine the status of an object being 
manipulated by a cursor, which can be confusing and burdensome (Malamud: 
paragraph 0003). 

Claim 30: Berman and IBM disclose the computer-readable recording medium of claim 
23, but do not disclose the first variable graphic of the second image of the cursor 
includes a quantitative value that represents a characteristic of the at least one dragged 
object, as disclosed in the claims. However, in the same field of invention, Malamud 
discloses the first variable graphic of said the second image of the cursor includes a 
quantitative value that represents a characteristic of the at least one dragged object 
(paragraph 0059, figure 2L2, [41 g]). Therefore, considering the teachings of Berman, 
IBM and Malamud, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to add the first variable graphic of the second image of the 
cursor includes a quantitative value that represents a characteristic of the at least one 
dragged object, as disclosed in Malamud, to the teachings of Berman and IBM. One 
would have been motivated to add the first variable graphic of the second image of the 
cursor includes a quantitative value that represents a characteristic of the at least one 
dragged object, as disclosed in Malamud, to the teachings of Berman and IBM so that a 
user doesn't have to look at two different locations to determine the status of an object 
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being manipulated by a cursor, which can be confusing and burdensome (Malamud: 
paragraph 0003). 

Claim 31: Barman, IBM and Malamud disclose the computer-readable recording 
medium of claim 30, and Malamud further discloses the quantitative value indicates a 
number of objects that are being dragged, as disclosed in the claims (paragraph 0059, 
figure 2L2, [41 g]). Therefore, considering the teachings of Berman, IBM and Malamud, 
it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to add the quantitative value indicates a number of objects that are being 
dragged, as disclosed in Malamud, to the teachings of Berman, IBM and Malamud. 
One would have been motivated to add the quantitative value indicates a number of 
objects that are being dragged, as disclosed in Malamud, to the teachings of Berman, 
IBM and Malamud so that a user doesn't have to look at two different locations to 
determine the status of an object being manipulated by a cursor, which can be 
confusing and burdensome (Malamud: paragraph 0003). 

Claim 32: Berman, IBM and Malamud disclose the computer-readable recording 
medium of claim 30, and Malamud further discloses the quantitative value indicates the 
size of the at least one dragged object, as disclosed in the claims (paragraph 0059, 
figure 2L2, [41 g]). Therefore, considering the teachings of Berman, IBM and Malamud, 
it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to add the quantitative value indicates the size of the at least one dragged 
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object, as disclosed in Malamud, to the teachings of Berman, IBM and Malamud. One 
would have been motivated to add the quantitative value indicates the size of the at 
least one dragged object, as disclosed in Malamud, to the teachings of Berman, IBM 
and Malamud so that a user doesn't have to look at two different locations to determine 
the status of an object being manipulated by a cursor, which can be confusing and 
burdensome (Malamud: paragraph 0003). 

Claim 33: Berman, IBM and Malamud disclose the computer-readable recording 
medium of claim 30, and Malamud further discloses the first variable graphic of the 
second image of the cursor comprises a geometric object, and the size of the geometric 
object is dynamically varied to accommodate the quantitative value, as disclosed in the 
claims (figures 2E, 2F, [36D, 37E]). Therefore, considering the teachings of Berman, 
IBM and Malamud, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to add the first variable graphic of the second image of the 
cursor comprises a geometric object, and the size of the geometric object is dynamically 
varied to accommodate the quantitative value, as disclosed in Malamud, to the 
teachings of Berman, IBM and Malamud. One would have been motivated to add the 
first variable graphic of the second image of the cursor comprises a geometric object, 
and the size of the geometric object is dynamically varied to accommodate the 
quantitative value, as disclosed in Malamud, to the teachings of Berman, IBM and 
Malamud so that a user doesn't have to look at two different locations to determine the 
status of an object being manipulated by a cursor, which can be confusing and 
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burdensome (Malamud: paragraph 0003). 
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Claims 40-46: Claims 40-46 disclose a method executed by the computer readable 
recording medium having a computer program recorded thereon of claims 28-33 and 
are rejected along that same rational. 

Claims 52-57: Claims 52-57 disclose a method for displaying a user interface executed 
by the computer readable recording medium having a computer program recorded 
thereon of claims 28-33 and are rejected along that same rational. 

Claims 63-68: Claims 63-68 disclose a computer processing device for executing the 
computer readable recording medium having a computer program recorded thereon of 
claims 28-33 and are rejected along that same rational. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any Inguiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JOHN HEFFINGTON whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1696. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am to 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wellun Lo can be reached on 571-272-4847. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status Information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.usptogov. Should 
you have Questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/SARA HANNE/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2179 
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